, DOCOHEHT HKSDHE 



ED 140 271 

AUTHOB *: 
TITLE • 

PUB D^TS 
NOTE 



EDBS PBICE 
DESCiRXPTOBS 



CS 003 510 



WeDzel' Evelyn 

SESJAEC^ sOMWAR^- Basic Skills ±n Handwriting and 
Speili^g. 

May 77 \ 
13p, ; ^^^per presented at the Annual Meeting of rne 
International Reading Association (22nd/ Miami Beaeh/ 
Florida-^ Hay 2-6^ 1977)' ' "^'^ 

HC-$1-*^7 Plus Postage. 
*Bibliograp1ii^s5 Cursive" Writ ing;* *Educationai 
EesearcJ., Elementary Education; Handwriting; .. 
*Hand«ri|.ijjg -instruction; ^Literature Reviews; 
Manuscript writing (Handle ttering) ; Spelling ; 
♦Spelli^ig Instruction 



ABSTRACT 

-Researcli related to methods f 
in spelling has yielded- ^j^formation about thr 
word selection, generalisations to be. taught, 
spellin'g^slcisj.ls to writing. Research on word 
teachers should choose basiC/ tigh-f requency 
learn to spell, giving special attention to w 
persistently aisspell^^^ The teaching of gene 
taught in cor junction *'ith the use of whole-v 
research indicates, that it ;Ls essential to te 
conjuhctiOii with functional writing. Research 
building handwriting ^kins deals with two ma 
manuscript and cur Vriting and the achiev 
T^eseaf^rh _indica t_es_, tba t^^ f ox f o ©e^^stu dents , a 
writing back to manuscript writing should be 
six. Although'' considerable research has been 
identifying factors affecting legibility of h 
have failed to find ag^^^ement ojx such factors 
bibliographies of ref er^j^ces on spelling and 



or building compel 
ee areas of teachi 
and application o 
selection indicate 
words for children 
ords which are 
ralizatipns should 
ord techniques. Fi 
ach spelli ng in 

related to method 
ipr__^n trp y er s i al 
ement of legibilit 
s iirf t -f r o ^ cu r ^i v 
encouraged beyond 
d i re c t e d t o war d 
andwriting/ resear 
The paper includ 
handwriting. (GW) 



ency 

ng: 

f 

s that 
to 

^ 

he- 
nally, 

s for 
areas: . 

y- 

e — 
grade 

chers 
es 



* Documents acduire^a by SEIC include many informal unpublished * 

* materials not avaiia.^le from other sources. ERIC makes every effort * 

* to obtain the begt cojjy available. Nevertheless, items of jiargijia^ J— 

* pepxoducibility are otten encountered' and this affects the gupity * 

* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions EHIC makes available * 

* via- the EBIC Eocument geproduqtion Setvice (EDRS) , EDRS is not * 

* responsible for the gviality of the original decumbent. Reproductions * 

* supplied' by EDBS are the best that can.be made from the original. * 
♦♦♦♦♦♦«♦♦♦♦♦♦***♦*#******************************* 



ERIC 



University of Florida 
Gainesville 



coLiceac or cducation 



US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
EDUCATION* WELFARE*' ' 
^ . NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 

Education 

OUCED EXACTLr as RECElVEO FROM 

^l-^^^.^«iON:P«OR04.NlZAXlON.OR.GrN- 

AT.NG.T POINTS OF ViEW OR OPINIONS 
STATED 00 NOT NECESSARp y REPRpl 
SENTOFFiC.A,. NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EOUCAT:ON POSITION OR POLICY 



Basic Skills In Mand'/rritin:^ and 3r)cllinr 



-PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS COPY- 
RIGHTED MATERIAL HA5 SEEN GRANTED 8Y 

Kvpl yrt Wen zel 



TO ERIC AND ORGANIZATIONS OPEi^ATlNG 
UNDER AGREEMENTS WITH THE NATIONAL IN-, 
STITUTE Of EDUCATION FURTMEiR REPPO- 
OUCTION OUTSIDE THE EWC St'STEM PE- 
OUIRES PERMISSION OF THE COPYRIGHT 
OWNgP " 



-.velyn -venzel 



Professor, Departnent of Instructional 

Leadership and Support Services 



Universtiy of Florida 
Gainesville, Florida 



RESEARCH SUMMARY:* Ba,sic Skills i n .Handwri t i ng and Spel 1 i rig " 

Spel 1 i.pg V . 
• Research to support decisions about building competency in spelirng\ 
was gathered in three areas about which issues have rather persistently \ 
' revolved: word selection, general i"za"tions to be "ta'ught",- and appl ication 
of spel 1 ing ski 1 Is to wr i ting. 

The year of 1950 roughly divides two somewhat distinctive periods of 
research in spelling. Bef ore:' 1 950 , the research of Horn, HMdreth and 
Fitzgerald had si'gni ficant impact on spelling programs generally in use 

from the 1920*s through the 1950*s. --^ — ~ 

Beginning in the 1950's research in spelling took on a '.'new look", 

o 

primarily due to i nf 1 uences-- 1 i ngu i st i cs and. computers . Gradually, reco- 
mmendations about spelling programs began to reflect the f ind ings of the 
Stanford group (the Hannas , Hodges , and -Rudorf ) 'publ i shed in the USOE report 
~or"1966, but"l)ubircrzed^^'r^^ during the years preceding 

this final report Research stimulated by the Stanford study-^that of 
Personke, Yee, Venezky, Brengelman, Carol Chomsky , Graham and RLfdorf Kl i gman 
Petty, Read., Simon, and others — ^permits some tentative conclusions that give 
direction for planning programs to bui Id competency in spelling. 

Word Selection . The most important words for. children to learn to spell- 
are the basic, high frequency words, with special attention given to demons 
or most persistently misspelled of these basic words. (This, in spite of 
recommendations ,that followed the Stanford study that words be selected and 
taught by spelling patterns.) Beyond the basic core of words should be added 
worxls-"of^l"ac3i"'rnre"res't~a'n'd~n'eedT~a^^^ 1 clren , a jUcI i c'i du's " i nc 1 us i 

of words needed in various curriculum areas. 



Geberal Izat ions : The usefulness of tea£hing genera] izations has 
gained \uffici en t support to" di scourage teaching each word as a separate 
learning act, i.e. primarily by rote memorization. Important evidence 
exists, however, to suggest that too exclusive resTiance on generalizations 
■particularly on patterns of sound -to-syinbol regu lar m^d^'^^annot be justi- 
fied for several reasons: because encoding is different from decoding; 
because pronunciations vary. with dialects and contexts of words within 
sentences, and because results of teaching some of them to students do 
not support thei r value for spell ing„words new to students. 

- -Regularities beyond phonological ones must be taught, particularly 
to older students who should begin to recognize variant forms of the same 
word. The recognition of such regularities helps to discourage the, over- 
use of . pronunciation, and^to alleviate spelling problems attributed to 
dialect differences. - 

If generalizations are to be of maximum usefulness, students should 
be tested, not just on word lists studied, but on their ability to apply 
generalizations to words whose spelling is unknown. 

The use of -general izations should be supplemented by whole, word techniques 
These techniques must work together rather than compete. The question Is 
how rather than whether to use each. 

. Recent research contains rather convincing evidence that children learn 
how to spell as well as bei ng" taught how to do it. Young, ch i Idren^ invent 
their own spellings and ol der' one-S;. learn some words as a by-product of. 
reading and writing. These findings suggest that' teachers recognize and 
reward increasingly rrore accurate-approximations of correct spellings, ^ 
rather than expect full conformity by students whose writing skills are as 



yet. immature. A teacher mi.gh*t well commend a chiJd, then, for a good mis- ^^ 
spelling of a word. . • • . 

App 1 i cat i on-^to Writing . Finally, the research strongly indicates that," 

while direct instruction in spelling is necessary and should continue beyond 

. . i _ . ■ ' . , 

the ^elementary grades, teaching it in functional writing is essential. Such 
teaching provides mot i vat i on . for proofreading and encourages incidental 
^iearhing of many words. Proof readi ng makes imperative, also, the need /S:o 
teach older students the speci f i c ski 1 1 s iheeded to use the dictionary to 
spel 1 words . ' 

Research- both generates- and thrives upon controversy . ^Researchers, like- 
wise, are stimulated by it. Controversy .i s more likely, however, to f rus- . /. 
trate and confuse classroom teachers , particularly when researchers rush 
too hastily into prescriptions and product: ion -of materials. A good part'of 
the value of the Stanford research lay in the stimulation i t i s pr^oviding 

for- further research , and in the thoughtful interpretation it is generating-- 

t.- ■ *j - . _ 

rather than in the programs and materials it spawned. -At the present time 

-there is ava i 1 ab le i nVormat ion culled from the best of past and recent research 

in spelling that may be usefully applied in c lassroom'pract i ce , provi ded it 

is put in *a form to make sense to non- researchers . A few rese^archers are 

^ ■ -r . ■ ■ ■ 

themsel ves .sug'gesting that teachers, given the informat ion ,. make decisions 

about appl ication to classroom practice: One of ithem says, . . he who has 

never 'taught even one child to read and write should certainly be reticent 

in offering advice to those, who have made it 'their career." 

Handwr i t i ng 

Research i n handwr i t i ng pertinent .to building skills for. achieving com- 
petency deals wi th ' tyyo major areas'" of controversy; manuscript and cursive 



writing and legibility as a standard to be achieved. The-research conducted 
and surveyed, by Anderson, Freeman, and Herrick provide the basis for most . 
of the issues and generalizations regarding handv-'ri ti ng instruction gen- 
eral ly practiced today. 

Manuscript and Cursive- Hand writing The teaching of manuscript as the 
"ini^tial handwriting form, followed by changeover to cursive in the second 
or third grc^de, is standard practice in most schools today. Time honored 
reasons exist for observi ng. thi s sequence.? 

Beyond gr^ade six, i,f , ''as the research shows, standard forms give way 
to personal styles, and if such styles are in the d i rect ioh!- of s i mpl i fyi ng- 
letter fof^ms for the sake of legibM ity,- then manuscript writing, well, 
'establ ished as the simpler form, has advantages to recomnjend ijts .use. The • 
shift from cursive back to manuscript might well be encouraged, pafrti cular ly 
for.students planning to enter certain kinds-of job training. Such a prac- 
tice suggests raising, in a new context, a question long asked by .those who 
have struggled to change children over from manuscript to" curs i ve , "Why teach 
cursive handwriting at all?" Getting the public to consider such a revoly- o 

tionary possibility is probably comparable to getting enthusiastic support 

.-. ■ . \.. ■ * • .... , • 

to raise taxes. 

Legibi 1 ity , Legibi lity has been extensively cited, as the principal 
objective in handwr i t ing programs today. Considerable research has been 
directed toward identifying factors af ffect i ng 1 eg i b i IT ty of handwriting. 
Those most commonly named are letter formation, slant, and spacing. Sim- 
plicity of letter formation is advocated. Personal variations of standard \ 
forms appear in the upper e'^ementary grades and such ind i v i dua 1 i.ty is gen- 
erally encouraged, provided the writing is legible. 
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Illegibility increases in the handwriging of older children. Reduction 
. in such illegibilities comes about as the wriTer' is helped to identify 
specific ma 1 format i'ons . Such knowledge is essential if older students 
• are to independently pr^fread and correct illegibilities. 

According to Groff, who reviewed current recommendations for teachTng . 
handwriting, the future of legibility as a standard appears to be toppling 
from its place at the head of the list of objectives. He points to the 
failure to. find agrfeem^nt on factors significant for determining legibility 

„ to -the- decl i hm'g va lue of using wr i t i ng. sea 1 es , to the leveling off of 

improvement' in writing in grades ^-6, and to 'the decline in_.quality beyond,. 
- -grade six when direct instruction disappears from school programs. He 
suggests abandoning efforts to improve legibility and looking toward tech- 
nology-f or communication with others, and for n^w forms of ^shorthand for 
personal needs. ' . .r 

Tlie lull in research effort in handwriting in recent years may be a 
prelude to research that takes new di rect ions, descri bed in Groffis futuristic 
speculations. In the " meant ime, teachers shoul d not be surprised to hear 
a discernible ground swell of demand that teaching handwriting be emphasi.zed 
through the e i ghth grade . 
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